December 30, 1971 


(cc: GRS, JNS) 

Dear Harold, 

This is a quick reply to your mailing of 12/23. 

Iou asked what you owe me for the pages from CD 1408 I sent to McCombs. 

As 1 recall, there were only a couple of pages, and you sent more than enough 
postage, so you owe me nothing. You also mentioned that you couldn't find 
your own copy, but did find an unfilled Archives order for some of that CD. 

inmTf a11 r he CD ’ and 1 think 1 sent you some or most not too 

long ago. I wouldn t that the Archives people don't like 

+ dt, aS y ° U su S£est. But when you send them reminders like your letter of 12/1? 
to Rhoads, you are really asking for (subconsciously, perhaps literally) an 
unsatisfgatory reply. You just complained about a request (date not specified) 
for certain pages (not specified) of CD 1408 which you did not recall getting, 
xou can z really expect them to dig through your file on the basis of that! 
if you really want certain pages, get them from me. 

Thanks for passing on Jim L's (low) opinion on the possible Similas F of 
I suit . . He hasn t had the time to comment directly to me on the iforfe-feanr objections 
Ira raised in my letter of 11/7 to him (which you have.) I*m glad he sees 
the pitfalls. 

Your letter of 12/2 0 comments on several clippings. I am enclosing only 
tiose you specifically asked for: T-P for 10/7(p-5, 8 ); 11/6 (p. 2.7); ll/22(p. 10). 
Nothing of note in the others. ' * 

Your comments to "3d" on Vinces article: I have already mentioned to 
you that I think it is crazy. The illogic of his argument that the Feds were 
deliberately feeding stuff (not disinformation in as we are used to thinking 
of x it) to the critics is quite independent of the nature of je b n agra Vince s 
own work. 1 can t agree that his early work was "not good writing or good 
research. ... even for early 18 65 ." ( Whs that a significant slip on your part?) 

1 understand that your comments were put together very quickly, without a careful 
reading 01 his article, but I want to mention for the record an error at the 
end. of your 4th paragraph. Vince correctly ouoted was Wade that the electric 
chai r was. 10 c good for the “killers Vince f s point was clearly that the Feds 
wer e.saH±Hgfe; calling Oswald the lone assassin while the locals were still 
talking of a conspiracy. Vince did not misquote this as "killer," as you wrote. 

Thanks for the copies of your letters to Garrison's office. I hope that 
someone is. in a psxix position to let him know that Salandria's ideas are not 
just oversimplified but completely unreal. I guess JG isn't an easy person 
to get across such things to. 


Sincerely, 

fcLuJi 



